AmeudfUCEit iialed September 30. 2010 
RepJv to Office Action t»f J«Ke 23, 2010 

( biins i-?,5 arc currcnil> pending ni the subject appKcAtion cmd arc prcscntlv vindcr 
consideration, Ciahns L 10 and 22 are kdependem claims, Claim 25 is added by this 
AsMnittimt 

AUowahle Subjmt Matter 

tlie ApplicsKits note mtk app?ecia.tipn the mdication on page 9 of the Office Action iiat 
tMm$ IMJmi 22 are allowed. 

3S U.SX. 103(a) over Mao in view ofSiem 
C iauns 1 -'i, 1 8-21 duid 23-24 are rejected under 351 S C 4 1 03(a^ aj. bcmg ailegedly 
nnpatentabie o\er L,S, Patent No. 6,597.687 ("Rao") in of U.S. Patent No. 
C'Stem.-). 'Hie Applicants j^spectifisliy ttai^ -erse this art grounds of rejection. 

Rao i<i directed to a method and apparatus for switching \ oice ca\h asing d computei 
^)<!tem(eg,Rao \bs! <k t \x^Vnsninno 3otRao a ^^Tiiputci Nvstetp 100 ncludittga 
modem 125 is connes. ^d »o a Tv<.\ci-i>\Mtchw.d JKi\\ork or Interna 300 t,e g , Rao, FlC 3) \ 
pluralit} oi tciepkjnes. 1 can cngay:e in telephone calls \ia the compater s>stm 100 g , Rao, 
FIG ^ \ The Exaniuici reads the claimed "traiisceivef' upon the modem 1 25, and tfee claimed 
"pluialjtv of dcsksets" upon the piuralitj of telephones 173 te.g , see Pages 4-5 of the Office 

ACDOII). 

f i>c uneuicium between the lekphoncs 173 and the modem 125 appe<5r> to be f;\ch5^nel^ 
V n.ilog audio d^. ta x\nh anv vOn\ cs.on to dmnal via... 'aimg pbco \'^ithm tlic t^omputci stati 
a)U Foi ewBpic, HG 3 shows " M'DIO IX ' and ""M^DIO 01 1 " bct^>.e<,n the computer 
j>>siem 100 and tckphones 173, As admitted by the Exammer. this t>pe of exchange of audio 
data does not correspond to "exchanging packets "^ith the transceiver, each packet nicludmg 
fjonrcc, destination and error checkiiig information ' as recited in independent clatm 1 for 
t-xampk (e g » Pagt fi ot ihe Otf^v, 4Lthm) 

Ihus, wink \ao disvlcsts ihat iLt modern 1 2"^ can cJ m n- !up c toicpl nnc^ 

1 73, packet -d,.ia is not oxohanged bon^oen the telephones and tiie modem \ 25 il^alicr, : the 
modem 125 wj.shes to send the \ tjice-data from one or more of telephone^ ]'?3 as packet-data, 
tlie computer .s>stem 100 nouid ha\e to convert the voice-tiata into packet~d:na for transmission 
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AODijcaiiOn No. iO/SlS.S^ 
Am«odm<tnt imd S«pt<;mb«r 30. 30 !0 
Reph- to omce Actios ol Jittje 23. 20i0 

1 !ul..jjK* >(H' ^ i an-iii ^ums iTom thevonipiitoi swien bad a patkeHspc 

k\m&i WKiXiki hj^th include the same sowcv mtoimation. i e , identit>mg the computer s>Ntem 
iOO Itself, but not anv particular telephone 173. 

The Fxammer cites to Sstem ioi tunnf* *hc. iKnc-noted deScienc) ot Rao, Hovie\cr, as 
nox\ be '^Ltn;;d whiie *stem discloses i p r ilm ot stations that each transmit packets 
\%5th -.ouKt <.k-nu K> iiiu; V.J ^ *i nuvnm 1 K Applicants bchc\etl\at the 
Lxonunvr ua^. dun^i, u.oug cont,!U>u>us Tumi Stem s leathtngs. 

Stem IS directed to an optical commuj\i&jtioni> s> stern, whereM ' each s.tation ^^ou!d act 
as both a bomw and a destination'' g. see Col % lines. t-S of Stem! and ''each ^tatn^n and 
node includmg a transmuter and a ret eiv vr dedicated to signaling'^ (e g see Col hnes 1 7*20 
ui i>tem s Ikcr us^ cat h statton I as )ts ow-n 'Iransmtttcr and a receiver'', u Jolio\vs that each 
s-tation .n Steui ^ 5 s own tr<in-4.wi\er 

I atei as. cited b> the I xamniei. Smin states "'[sjignahn^ messages ax<. transmuted m 
the ioim ot data packets containing the ustiai source/destuiaiion addttss.mg. toutioi <ai J erroi 
detecUon infoHnatton" (c g . Col hnes 34-39 of Stem) Respectfullv, the Apphcants behevc 
that the correct conclnsionj> to dra\v from Stem is that each independent transcencr in a packet- 
vouched computer netttOiK can transmit data packets with source destination addrest>mg and 
tnot deVvUon u lo-n urn .igswvti n RiO t\ v piujal t\ uS ti^ltrhvmt-. i"" aR (,^th bs-hmd 
t'^c ^ame traiiiccner or moacm 12^ Ihn^j as. taught b\ Rao packets aic transtcrred bct'vxoen 
the modem 125 to the Internet ^00 -^hich is consistent \vith Stem's teaching!;, related to the 
paLket-transmi&wons from s»uiioni> having their ov,-n trajisteivers 

Based on the respective teachings of Rao and Stem, the only manner in vihich Rao could 
c\changepackct Ji I c '5^5. iu " ^ v.-*iht biren-'et '-00 v^ou^d he tof 
the ttkphonts r o t. fj n c n<.. >. ^ u (. ^.pv t.^^ f -> is- thai aa con'Kvttd scparate\ to 
the Inteiiici ^00 C'loas h , thij. comradicis the teachings ot Rao, v, hich dircv.\V to sh<«mg a 
smgie modem b\ multiple telephones 1 "^S. Turatng to Stem, Stern niereh tcfiches that 
independent transceivers can each send packet data that identifies the transmitting transceiver as 
the 'source* of tlie transmission, Tliis already occurs in Rao. but only bci^vcen the transceiver 
n,e., modem 125> and the external network, not between the individual telephones 173 and the 
modem 125. 
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AppHcatimKo. l ty82§,8M 
Atn^ndniew dated Ss^tsmber 30, 101Q 
Reply to OfBce AMor of Jme 23, 29:t0 

In siHiipatidn, the Appifeants dp not believe that Stem provides a ratioimle modifying 
Rao such that packet-^ata is exchanged between the modettt i2S and the telepliones 173. The 
only maimer in which it appeam possible for paeket^data to be exchanged by the telephones 1 73 
in Eao is to provision each of the teiephones 1 73 with their own modem. However, such a 
modification is not disclosed or suggested by Rao and/or Stem, Also, the claims would not evea 
read upon such a moditlcation to Rao, as ejaim 1 requires a "piuraiity of desksets" to he 
eooneoted to the Mi??!? transceiver, Ac^ordinglyvthe comhinatioii of Rao and Stem would mt 
result in a single transceiver being shared or comiected to multiple desksets, with packet-data 
beiag exchanged between the single trassceiyer and the multtple desksets. As snch, the 
Appicanis submit that Eao in view of Stem c^ot disclose or suggest ''an interface bus that 
permits said desksets to communicate with said transceiver by exchatiging packets with the 
transcoiver^ each packet including source, destination and error checking information" as recited 
in independent claim 1> 

As such, claims 2-9* 18-31 and 23-24^ dependent ujK)n independent claim 1^ are likewise 
(dlow^hle over Rao in vi^w of Stem at least for the reasons given above with respect to the 
independent claim. 

The Applicants respectfaliy request that the Examiner withdraw this art grounds of 
rejection. 
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AppHcatiot} :No. 10/82S,8% 
Ameudmml dated St'pteniber 50, 2010 
Reply to Office Actioji of Jiifte 25, 20 iO 



In of the remarks and or amendments contained herein, the A.ppHcmiK submit that 
tlie applicadisn is in condition for alio%vaiicc. for v^bich eari\ action is requested 

FIvM^c C'kti iit .mj fees or o\erpayfnents that ma> be due wiih this respon^ie to Deposit 
Account \o \7'<M)2^ 



Ql AlCOMM Iii».orpoiated 
Attn; Patent Depaitment 
5775 Morehouse Drive 
^an \ )iogo. { \^Iiton\ia ^^2 1 2 1 -1 714 



CONCLUSION 



Respotttulh svUDmitted, 



Dated; September 30. 2010 
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